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1 . ^ The amendment filed on 18 March 2005 under 37 CFR 1.312 has been considered, and has been: 

a) □ entered. 

b) ^ entered as directed to matters of form not affecting the scope of the invention. 

c) □ disapproved because the amendment was filed after the payment of the issue fee. 

Any amendment filed after the date the issue fee is paid must be accompanied by a petition under 37 CFR 1.313(c)(1) 
and the required fee to withdraw the application from issue. 

d) □ disapproved. See explanation below. 

e) □ entered in part. See explanation below. 

Note that there appears to be a discripncy between the interview dates in the examiner record and that in the applicants' representative 
record (see page 5, the 3rd paragraph). 

Also, note that Examiner has acknowledged the applicants' comment on the filling date of applicants' amendtfment (12/6/04). Applicants 
state that the correct filing date of Applicant's amendment is 1 1/30/04 not 12/6/04 (see page 5, the the 2nd paragrap^ t The applicants' 
statement is found to be ^incorrect because the certificateof mailing (mailed 1 1/30/04) is NOT consdired to be theaate of paper 
identified by USPTO, while the date (i.e., 6 December 2004) of mailed room receiving the paper is the filling date for the paper (here, the 
paper is the applicants' amendment after non-final rejection). Thus, 1 1/30/04 is not the filing date of the Applicant's amendment thereof. 




JON WEBER 




U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 



PTOL-271 (Rev. 04-01) 



Reponse to Rule 312 Communication 



Part of Paper No. 20050420 



